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ATTORNEYS AT Law

MARDLD G. BAFELR {1999 -1856)

LEIGH ™. FKAGCY-DF COUNBEL

PAUL WAGCNER

FRANCIS D.CONNER

VOMN M FERGUSON

SEANARD X.RERTRAND

HARCLD O. BARER,UR. June 11’ 197 ]-
JOHN D.BAUMAMN °

PAUL M. ETCAMENT , UR.

ROBENT W. BCHMILDER

The Honorable Regina E. Ryan, Clerk
Illinois Pollution Control Board
Suite 900 A

189 West Madison Street

115118

WAGNER, CONNER, FERGUSON, BERTRAND & BAKER

SUITE 400

ST.CLAIR NATIONAL BANK BU!
Y
ONLC SOUTH CMURCH BTREET -

BELLEVILLE,ILLINOIS 82220
R77-110 (Anza Cooe 818)
N -3100

EiEim— e e

ATTONING € W Q""‘ALI
“(Nr‘ﬂt

LiVED

JUN 15 1971

SPRINGFIELD

Chicago, Illinois 60602 ASSIGNED Tp

Lol

Re: EPA v. Sauget & Company
(PCB 71-29)

Dear Madam Clerk

In compllance w1th the provisions of paragraph 8 of the Order
entered on May 26, 1971, we enclose herewith the orlglnal and
nine (9) copies of the 1etter of The Monsanto Company dated

June 3, 1971.

We are also sending a copy hereof and three (3) copies of the

enclosure to the Director of EPA.

We are also sending a copy hereof and of the enclosure to Legal
Bureau Chief Scheuneman of EPA and to Environmental Control
Division Chief Keehner of the Attorney General's office and to

Special Assistant General Kaucher.

Respectfully yours,

HGBjr/bb . HAROLD G. BAKER, JR.

cc: Paul Sauget

G P. E. Heisler

Eg Director - EPA

) Thomas Scheuneman
<y «James Keehner

© Robert F. Kaucher




NMonsanto

Moasanto Company
Szuget, lHinois 62201
Phone: (618) 271-5835

June 3, 1971

I1llinois Pollution Control Board
189 West Madison Street
Chicago, Illinois

Re: Environmental Protection Agedcylvs.
Sauget & Company - #71-29

Dear Sir: e

Order number 8 of the reference Opinion and Order of
the Board states in part, "On or before June 15, 1971,
Sauget & Company and Paul Sauget shall file with the
Agency and the Board a list of chemical compounds being
deposited in the liquid waste disposal facility, or an
affidavit of Monsanto Company that the chemicals do not
pose a threat of pollution of the Mississippi River by
underground seepage."

In the body of the reference memo we note in Page U,
Paragraph 5 the statement, "The Agency complains that
Sauget & Company had disposed of liquids and hazardous
materials without prior approval." Also, reading the
total paragreph indicates the Agency witnesses had
limited information about the nature of the chemical
wastes.

We recognize that with the recent re-organization of

the Agency and usual change in personnel in recent

years much correspondence is probably not readily avaii-
able to the Agency people. Ve submit copies (attached)

of the August 7, 1968 correspondence from C. W. Klassen

of the Sanitary Water Board and our reply of August 16, 1968
which lists the chemical compounds being deposited in the
liguid waste disposal facility. It is my understanding

that this listing satisfactorily answered all guestions

the State had about the compounds involved.
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~ 2 - June 3, 1971

At present we continue to deposit wastes of the same.
general composition as described  in our August 16, 1968
letter. There has been a significant reduction of about
48% in the total quantity involved. In 1968 we deposited
at the apprepriate rate of about'35,u70 cubie yerds per
year. In the year 1971 we estimate this will be about
18,400 cubic yards. Most of thisc reduction reflects the
termination of certain major production operations at ocur
Plant; such zs, our Phenol Plant, the Alkyl Benzeone
Depariment end the sale of our "North Area Plant" - the
0il additive production facilities - to Edwin Cooper,
Incecrporated. ‘

We also note that the liquid waste disposal arca has five
operational test wells at strategic perimeter locations.
These are periodically sampled and analyzed for phenol
and COD. In the past, samples from these menitoring wells
nave been picked up by the Illinois Sanitary Water Board
upon their rsguest. Our most recent sampling analysis

of April 29, 1971 indicated no measurable COD in any of
the five test wells and no measurable phenol in four of
the wells. One test well analyzed 2 ppm phenol. The
previovs sample in that well was 1 ppm of phenol. Ve
interpret these data to iIndicate that no environmental
problen exists. .

Please advise if we can be of any further service in this
matter.

Sincerely yours,

6?6z49%1;&«'

P. E. Heisler, Director of
Environmental Ccntrol



THE LOARD . STATE OF ILLINOIS -TECHNICAL SIZTRETAR

FRARKLIN D.YODLR.M.D, M.P. K. CHAlkMAN ) . : . . CLARENCE W.- KLATEE
DIRECTIOR OF PULLIC MLALYH SAMIT. VATER CHIEF SANITARY ENGINCS)
. [} o 4 P
. WILLIANM T, LODGE N . .. .OEPARTMINY OF PURLIC MLa:
' OIRECTOR OF CONSERVATION . SPRINCFIELD . A

ROUBERTY M. SCHINEIDER : ) . o . ¥

DIRECTOR OF ASSICULTURL T : : ADDRESS LETTERS TO

omp o YN N A s & ) - : . STATE BANITAR YEN 3
CTEIESTESISITTAY NORPERY 3. JontsoN . August 7, 19(8 - ETAKRY WATER £
OIRECTON OF PUZLIC WORKS & BUILDINGS . ’ $PRINGFIELO, ILLINOIS

A. L. SARGENT. SR €270c
MUNICIP&L“IICS

C. 8. EORUFF . .

- Y INDUSTRY

MONSANTO - Solids Waste Disposal
(Sauget Disposal Area)

"Mr. John R, NMcClain
Plant Manager
Monsanto Company
Sauget, 1llinois

. Dear Mr. McClain:

We received your letter ol August 1, 1968 concerning the deposition
of waste in your lndustrnal disposal snte at Sauget.
Our request as to the types and amounts of materials deposited in
this area resulted from the need to determine possible pollutional dis-
charges. While it is reasonably easy to determine the phenol content
and COD of any losses, it is obvious that this does not necessarily.
- indicate retention or loss of other contaminants. We are both well aware
that a large quantity of organic wastes are disposed of in this area.
fany of these wastes do not lend themselves to easy analysis nor are we
fully cognizant of the numerous reaction products which may result from
intimate contact of the various wastes. It is our hope that by having some
idea of the amounts and composition of the wastes, we may arrive at a
minimal number of analyses which may be performed in order to monitor any
possible loss of contaminants from this area. Should you find it objection-
“able to divulge this information it may be possible to monitor this site
by means of some persistent tracer such as dye or chlorides, etc,

~ The other alternative to continuous monitoring and surveillance of this
site is the possibility of incineration of all wastes to a final stable-
state. Should monitoring prove impractical or should it demonstrate losses
of pollutional material, the discontinued use of this site with the possible
alternative of total destruction by incineration or some other means may be
necessitated,

Very truly yours f

(V] s

C. V. Klassen

Technical Secretary

ECB:cj ~

cc: ~Gencral Sanitation
-Region VI

€V 95,0
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Sauget, ltinois 62201
l613). 271-5835

“August 16, 1968

Vir. C. ¥W. Klassen
Jecnn.cel Secretary

Springfield, I1lin is 62706
Dzzr Mr. Klassen:_ ) ) .

In reply to your letter of August 7, 1968, I have the following
inforiiztion vwhich you need to set up a nonitoring prozrem for
our industrial waste disposal site.

"In general we. deposit at this site those wastes which would add
to the sludge load at the waste treatmant plant or would dissolve
in our wastewater znd add to the phenol content, C.0.D. or color
of the final effluent. Chenlcally, they fall into 6 mrein groups:

Phenols : -

1.
2. Aromatic Nitro Compounds
. 3. Aromatic Amines’ end Hitro Amines {(highly colored)
h, Chlcorinated aromatic hydrocarbons
5. Aromatic and aliphatic [Cardoxylic acids
6. Condensation or reaction procucts of the zbove

q
1. Sti1l Resicdues - tar condensation and decompesition p
¥
" 2 - . e
itl tith s che o}

S, 3 rodéucts
of douttiul ccmposition butbt wi moe of the primzry producs oe
maining. .

From the Distillation of: itpprox. £nnugl Amount
a. Phenol | : 1,020 Cu. yds.
b. Chlorophenol 720 Cu. y<s.,
c. MNitro-fniline and similar compouncs 1,700 Cu. y<cs.,
d. Chlorovenzol (Tri-Tetrachlor) 130 Cu., yds.
e. Chloro arniliine 1,100 Cu. y4ds.
f.- Other azniline derivatives . 200 Cu. y¢cs.
g. Nitro benczene derivatives 100 Cu, yds,
h. Arocmatic cerboiylic zclds

: (Mzleic, Dh*halic, ete. ) 1,500 Cu. yds.
i. Cru.ov‘op“".:)1 Ether - 350 Cu. ¥{s.
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b. Leboratory Samples (Everything)

¥Mr., €, V. Xlessen L : -2~ . August 16,
2, By-Products - e e e
a.. Mixed isomers of nitrochlorobenzene 1,700
" " "  Dichlorophenol 3,000
b. Waste Maleic Anhydride 730
"c¢. Vaste Chlorobenzenes and Nitro- )
chlorobenzenes 120
3. Contaminated Vater end Acids -
a., Valter with vearying amountis of phenols '
(0-15%) 7,200
b. Waste Sulfuric acid with chlorophenol
, present 1,500
c. Caustic Soda Solution with
chlorophenol present 5,300
k, Vaste Solvents - . .
a.” VWaste Methanol contaminated with
: Mercaptans 600
b. Vaste Tsopropznol -- Water and
chlorinzted hydrocaroon 5,500
¢. Research Vaste: Miscellazneous Solvents .
and Materieals 1,029
- d., 0ily lMeateriels from 0il Additive
Production 101
5. Filter Sludge -
. a. Attapulgus Earih -Keisulguhr -
N from Alkyl Benzene filtration 600
b. Lime Mud from nitro-zniline
production.. a 1,000
6. - Unwanted Samples and Vaste resulting .
from taking samples -
2. Chlorophenols 72
208

1968

Cu.
Cu. -
Cu.

Cu.'

Cu.
Cu.

Cu.

Cu.
Cu.
Cu.

Cu.

Cu.
Cu.

yGés.
yas.
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. ¥r. C. VW, Klassen -3-  August 16, 1968

7. Miscellaneous Wastes -~

These consist of spoiled material, floor sweepings,

sludge from cleaning equipment and storage tanks etc
which would cause problems if sewered. They are
mostly reaction products of the above materials eg
Esters of phenols or aliphatic alcohols with car-
boxylic acicds such as phthallic, Maleic, or Benzoic-
acid, Anilides, Sulphonated phenols or other
aromatics,

The relative guentities of

nesec materials will necessarily vary
according to sales of particular products and there will be additions
to and deletions from this list. However, the general chemical
classification will remain much the same.

Please let me know if you need any additional information.

Very trgly yours,

. . J. R. lcClain
© Plant Maneager
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SAUGET SITES ACCESS ABREEMENT REPORT - 3/13/87 (Brouped by Sites)
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Site
Designation

XXX XX XX XXX XXKX XXX R XX XX XK=

Owner of Record Taxpayer of Record

fogers Cartage

Noto, Inc, /

Moto, Inc.

Moto, Inec. '/

Cronin, Jases P, b Shirley L 7
Miese, Harold W.

Wiese, Harold W.

Mmid Pwerica Hank and Trust
Harkins, Pndrew

Hankins, Myrtle

Hankins, Eaily 7

Mise Flanning § Engireering 7
Cerrc Corp.

Kireweld, Irl:.,/_

Wireveld, Inc.L”
Mireweld, Inc.:-

.Perrock, William S. § Barbar £

Industrial Bases, Inc,
village of Sauget

Tolbird, Jawes D, &t Doris M.
Cerro Corp.

Cerro Corp.

Village of Monsanto (Sasuget)
Village of Sauget

Village of Sauget

Sterling Steel Foundry, Inc.
Sterling Steel Foundry, lrc.
Sterlirg Steel Foundry, Irc.
Sauget, Paul b/or et al,
Sauget, Paul $/or et al.
Sauget, Paul $/or et al.
Sauget, Paul ¥/or et al,
Sauget, Paul b/ur et al,
Sauget, Paul dor et al.
Sauget, Paul d/or et al,
Sauget, Paul d/cr et al.
Sauget, Pavl d/or et al.
Sauget, Paul b/or et al,
Ssuget, Paul b/or ot al.
Sauget, Paul b/or et al.
Village of Monsarto (Sauget)
Village of Ssuget

Village of Sauget

Graves, Willian D. § Cindy L.
Russell, Gertrude
Clevelang, David E.

O dell. Loretta E.

Adele, Homer C. § Eva 0.
Tolbird, J. D. § Doras
Sadowshi, Mary V.

Germania, F. R

Ogden, Marvin D. § Boreva

P.0.Box 681,E.5t.Louis

Pever, Christian

i}

Tax Parcel Number First Access
figreswent Sent

1-26-409-1 03-Dec-86
1-26-401-7 02-Jan-86
1-26-401-8 02-Jan-86
1-26-401-9 02-Jan—86
1-26-401-1 31-Mar-86
1-26-401-3 02-Jan-86
1-2h-401-4 02-Jan-86
1-26-401-2 31-Kar-86
1-26-401-10 31-Mar-86
1-26-401-11 31-Mar-86
1-26-401-6 31-Mar-86
1-26-401-13 31-Mar-86
1-26-400-14 02-Jan-86
1-35-101-2 3i-Mar-B86
1-35-104-3 31-Mar-86
1-35-10t-7 31-Mar-85
1-35-101-4 31-Mar-86
1-35-101-6 31-Mar-86
1-26-400-15 0z-Jan-86
1-26-402-13 02-Jan-B6
1-06-400-12 15-Ror-86
1-2h-402-12 15-Ror-86
1-26-402-15 02-Jan-86
1-26-400-10 02-Jan-86
2-21-402-16 O2-Jan-86
1-28-204-1 31-Mar-86
1-26-403-1 31-Mar-B6
1-26-403-2 31-Mar-86
1-26-405-8 03-Apr-B6
2-26-406-1 03-Apr-86
2-26-406-2 03-Rpr-B6
2-2b-40b-3 09-hpr-86
¢-2h-40b-4 03-Ror-B86
2-26-406-5 03-hor—86
2-26-A0b-6 03-Rpr—86
2-cb-40b-14 03-Ror-86
¢-26-406-15 03-Ror—86
2-26-406-21 09-Rpr-86
2-26-406-22 (3-Rpr-86
2-26-406-23 09-Apr-86
1-28-405-2 02-Jan-86
1-26-40%-3 0g-Jan-86
1-26-405-4 Oe-Jan—86
2-26-406-7 31-#ar-B6
2-26-408-8 31-Mr-86
2-26-406-9 31-Mar-86
2-26-406-10 3t-Ravr-86
2-26-406-11 31-Mar-86
2-eb-40b~-12 31-Mar-86
¢-26-40b-13 31 -Mar-86
2-26-406-16 31-Mar-86
2-26-406-17 31-Mar-86

Resporse
Date

12-Jan-87
08-Jan-86
08~Jan-86
08-Jan-86

08-Jan-86
08-Jan-86
23-Ror-86
10-fpr—B6

15-Aor—86
29-May-86
23-May-66
£9-May-86

29-May-86
13-Jan-86
(9-Jar—86
5-Ror-86
15-hpr-86
13-Jan-86
13-Jan-86
13-Jan-86

01-May-86

13-Jan-66
13-Jan-86
13-Jan-86

28-May-86
Z8-May-86

08-Rpr-B6
¢8-May-B6
3-fpr-86

Second Access
Agreesent Sent

16-Dec-86
16-Dec-86
16-Dec-86

&1-Jur-86
27-Jun-86

01-May-86

27-Jur-86
03-Apr-66

01-May-86
01-May-86
31-Mar-86
03-Aipr—B6
03-Por-86

22-May-86
22-May-86
22-May-86
g2-May-Bb
22-May-86
2¢-May-B6
ce-May-B86
22-Pay-8b
¢2-May-bb
2-May-86
22-May-86
22-May-86
31-Mar-86
03-for-86
03-Ror—66

Response Couments

Date

12-Jan-87 Renewal of 1/7/86 agreement
12-Jan-87 Renewal of 1/7/86 agreewent
12-Jan-87 Remewal of 1/7/86 agreewent
ESE dropped access request for this parcel
13-Jar—67 Renewal of 1/8/86 agreement
13-Jarr87 Renewal of 1/8/86 agreement

Verdally refused access
ELE dropped access request for this parcel
18-Jul-86 Further info sent 2/£4/B6-Attny revised A.A.

04-ALg-86
Village denies ownership-E4E w11l cneck

18-Jul-8h Further info sent 2/24/85-hittry revised AR,
18-Jul-86 Further info sent 2/Z4/86-Attry revised R.A.
01-May-B6 Further A.R. sert 4/9/86; Corresp. 7/2/86
Ol-May-86 Village says 1t lacks ingress/egress rights
O1-May-86 Village denies owrership-£3E will check

Access verbally approved-4/28/86

Rccess verbally approved-4/28/B6

fAccess verbally approved-4/¢8/86

Sigred by Trustee Y. Sauget: Expires 2/15/87

ERE: access could be deferred

ELE: access could be deferred

EME: access could be deferred

£8E: access could be deferred

EE: access could be deferred

EdE:could defer accessiAccess refused-5/30/86

ESE: access could be deferred

ESE: access could be deferred

ESE: access could be deferred

ESE: access could be deferred

ESE: access could be deferred
01-May-86 Further A.A. sent 4/9/86; Corresp. 7/2/B6
01-May-86 Corresp, 7/2/86
Ol-May-B6 Corresp, 7/2/86

Involves soil sampling only

Invelves soil sampling only

Involves s0il samplinrg only

Involves 501l saspling only

Involves tc1l sampling only;P.Sauget's rephew

Irecives s0il sampling only

Involves soil sampling only

Signed by Gere Rich § Velsa Osborn

Involves so0il sar:lirg only;Sauget Fire Chief

D

Signature Date of
Recess Agreesert

08-Jar-&7
03-Jan-87
03-Jan-47
03-Jan-87

{(-Jan-87
10-Jan-87
ez-Ppr-£6
08-Ror-8%

Oa-Nov -2
2E-May-o5
2E-May-¢h
26-May-fh
1-Rg-£s
Za-May-AL

03-Jar-6¢
Od-Nov-86
(4-Nev-86
26-Jan-87
6-Jan-87

N/R
N/A
N/A
17-Nov-86

N/A

Zb-Jan-81
&6-Jan-87
eb-Jan-87

€8-*ay- %
“-Pay-%

07-Rpr-8€

28-Mav-85
U7-Rpr-B6

G2S0A7




